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Mental Model for Discrimination in Tactile Sense

Yuki ITEYA*

and Yasufumi KUME**

This paper describes a mental model how to judge the ability of discrimination in tactile

sense at fingertip for surface roughness.

In this paper, it is found that some aspects of personality

effects on the tactile ability of finger tip. The tactile ability of finger tip is evaluated by B index,

reflecting the ability of discrimination for surface roughness sensitivity. Formation process for

mental model to evaluate surface roughness by index finger tip is proposed.
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Fig. 2 Mental model for discrimination
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4.1.1 2EBRBEOERME (FEOHF)

Table 1  The ratio of s numerical value (No.1-50)
BME 1 2 3 4 5 [l 7 3 9 10
Iouei 100 100] 100] 100] 100[ 100] 100] 100 100] 100
320% | 163 179 134 1s0] 73] 177] 162 287 197 1.38]
2409 | 166 205| 166] 180| 204] 176] 169 378 236| 150
(1803 | 240 330 209| 262| 209] 278[ 227 B21| 341] 1.8
1508 | 251) 3.38| 243] 269 285] 267 229] 621| 420] 187
L1 I3 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20
/oo | 100] 100] 100] 100] 100] 100] 100] 100] 100] 100
320% | 154 205| 222 180 132 224 164 215| 208| 218
2408 | 165] 231] 223] 218| 138) 250 247] 228] 253] 250]
1808 | 2168] 523 368| 341] 169] 5231 347 452 408] 467
150% | 235 485| 348| 378 168| 561| 478| 433| 415] 515
BRE 21 22 23] 24| 250 26| 27| 28 29 30
6oo# [ 100 100] 100] 100] 100] 100[ 100 100] 100] 100
320 180 254 180[ 146] 219 227] 605 195 143] 177
240% | 205| 278 195] 166] 274| 244| 538 217 152| 232
(1803 | 330 490 478[ 328] 526] 412 1004 360 208]| 397
1508 | 3.28| 545| 409| 3.17| 573| 443| 920| 349| 218 393
A 31 32 33 M 35 36 a7 38 38 40

100 100] 100 100| 100| 100} 100| 100 100| 100

230 168| 2410 124]| 170| 220| 167 220| 137]| 793

320% | 235 174 251] 17| 166] 160 139] 186] 135] 592
2408
11807

456 | 287| 459) 146) 253; 268) 226)| 367 214] 1571

1503 410 | 280) 385) 150) 242| 347) 242] 323 203] 17.09

WMME| 41|  42] a3l 44|  as]  as| 47 48] 48] 50

20 359 | 180 tZZB 142) 168] 174]| 201| 224 120 183

320
240! 4,49 1.96 1.32 1.40 185] 198 334 258 1.30 1.90
o

878 370| 169| 210| 299] 445| 446 478| 167] 247

1503 962 | 383| 170} 207| 3.01) 419| 583 | 502| 157| 252
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F4 5 33

Tablel & Table2 i1& & X#AEBR COZERED
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Table The ratio of numerical value (No.51-100)
HRE 51 52 53 54 55, 56 57 58 59 60
60! 100] 100] 100] 100f 100] 100] 100] 00| 100] 100
320 228| 118] 104] 221| 196] 212] 126] 108| 256 2803
240; 234 123] 108] 243| 125] 276 135] 108] 280] 384
mog 355| 136 132) 418] 145] 490] 163| 124] 622 741
150% | 333| 138 122 437 153] s506| 166] 122 533 700
RE 51 62| 63 54 65] 68 67 68 69 70
100| 100| 100f 100 100] 100 100] 1.00] 100[ 100
320 212| 161] 777] 164| 188 162] 204] 4se| 123 102
rz_‘lg: 214| 166 920 247| 218] 158] 225[ B4a| 138 107
1609 | 360 218) 2766| 350| 312] 251| 433] 1060 1.75] 111
150% | 358| 225]2542] 478| 304 247] a0 | 1030] 183] 111
BRE n 72 13 74 75 6 il 18 i) 80
600 100| 100] 100| 100] 100] 100] 100] 100] 100] 100
320 519 121] 270] 195 192| 108] 173 163] 124] 1.20
240% | 724| 128] 318| 218] 250| 108 195] 188| 142 1325
180% | 2050 145] 413] 381 286] 117 299 253] 176 13
150% | 2524] 154 513 aso| 320 15| 26| 253 181 142
R 81 82 83 84 85 86 87 88 89 90
|soo% | 100] 100{ 100] 100] 100] 100] 100 100| 100 100
ook | 178 1.37( 126 15¢] 100| 184 182] 182] 131] 235
240% | 208| 163| 136[ 177 174] 188 250f 281]| 176 ] 289
1808 | 285| 202] 157 278 182| 313] 377] 459] 257 404
150% | 327) 221] 156 240] 248 36| 437) 661] 224] 497
wRE [ 92 93 94 85 96 97 98 89| 100
600; 100] 100] 100] 100] 100] 100] 100] 100] 100] 100
320 227 101] 423 236] 208 153] 116 147] 174] 230
240% | 2771 244 443] 202| 240 194 125] 148] 200 [ 332
[160% | 523| 423 798| 487 417] 320] 142] 213] 281 551
1508 | 415 386 744| 507 401| 382 140[ 206 275] 558
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Table 3 Logarithm of the ratio numerical value
(No.1-50)
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062] 045] 059] 018] 038] 054] 038] 051] 031] 123
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160% | 094] 057] o023] 032| 048] 065]| 0685| 068] 022] 039
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Table 4 Logarithm of the ratio of numerical
value (No.51-100)

Table 5 Simulation result(LISP)

51 52 53 54 55 58 57 58 59 60

80D0; 000)| 000} 000| 000| 000 000 000] 000| 000] 000

320 035| 007) 001) O34 006 033] 010) 003 041) 047

2 037) 009{ 002 038| 010 044] 013! 004]| 045| 0.60

1 055| 013 012] 062| 016] 070( 021] 008| 079 087
1 052 014] 009| 064] 018 070]| 022] 009 073] o084

61 62| 63 64 65 66| 67] 8] 68 70
600 000| 000 000f 000) 000/ 000| 000{ 000| 000} 000
32 033] 021] 089]| 022] 027] 021] 031] 088] 003| 001
240 033] 022] 087] 039] 034] 020 035[ 081[ 014] 0.03
18 056| 034) 144| 054] 049] 040] 064] 103] 024] 004
150 055| 035]) 141] 068] 048] 038] 060[ 102[ 026] 005
1] b 72l 13 74 75 18] 77 18 78] 80|

000] 000] 000] 000/ 000| 000/ 000| 000| 000 000
32 072 008] 043] 029| 028] 003| 02a| 021| 008 o008
240 086| 011 050| 034] 040 003] 020 027] 0.15] 0.10
180 147] 016} 062)] 056] 046| 007] 041] 040[ 024] 0.14
1 140 019| o071 054 052| oo6| 042] 040] 026] 015

81] s2f 83] esl 85 86| 87| s8] a9] s
000] 000] 000 000f 000 000 000| 000( 000 000
320, 025] 014] 010] 019] 0o04] 028] 028] 028] a1zl 037
240 032] 021] 014] 025] 024] 030 040( 048] 025| 046 ]

180 047] 031] 020] 044| CG28| 050 058 0:66 041 069

150 051] 034] 019) 040| 039 050]| 064| 082) 035! 0.70

91 92 93 94 95 1] a7 98 9 100

600; 000| 000 000) 0O0C| 000/ 000 000] 000| 000| 000

3. 036| 028 063)] 037] 032| 018 007] 017| 024 038
2 044]| 039| 065| 046) 038 028)| 010] 017 030)| 048
180: 072] 063] 080} 069} 062) 051] 015| 033] 045| 0.74

150 062| 059 087]| ©071]| 060| 058] 0.15] 031]| 044]| 0.75
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BRBLEAVILEFTAEZLISPEZEY T
TusZ7 I LEbV0R L TICET.

(SETQY?)
(SETQ D 100)

(SETQX?)

(EQXY) —NILorT
(SETQY (TIMES Y 100))
(SETQE D)

(SETQA (QUOTIENTY X))
(SETQB?)

(SETQ C (TIMES AB))
(SETQE (TIMES CD))

(SETQ E (QUOTIENT E 1000))
(SETQY (QUOTIENTY 100))

(PRINT E)
(SETQ Y X)
(SETQ DE)
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1 2 3 4 5 IMMOWF TS WAOHE |
6008 250 24| 24| 22| 20 22.93 1.00
320% 50| 49] 44] 40| 39] 44.17 1.93
240% 62| 1] 51 49| 49 5531 241
180% sl 86| s2] 73] e8] 78.55 343
1508 98] 93] 85] 3] s 87.83 383
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Table 6 Comparison of a simulation value and
an experiment value
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Fig. 3
of a simulation value, and logarithm of the ratio of the

Logarithm of the ratio of the numerical value

numerical value of an experiment value
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Fig. 5 Normal probability of the logarithm of ratio

of numerical value (No.180)
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Table 7  Comparison of a simulation value and an
experiment value (rangeof3 o)

ypg | BB oY
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Fig. 9 Normal probability of the logarithm of ratio of
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Fig. 10 Normal probability of the logarithm of ratio of
numerical value (range of 3 ¢ ) (No.180)
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Fig. 11  Normal probability of the logarithm of ratio

of numerical value (range of 3 ¢ ) (No.240)
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4-5 I ab— 3l (JAVA)

BRLE-EFALE JAVA EEZHANTI Y 4
fEL=bDELUTIZERT.

public class sum41{
static int RIOWEE =0, AIOKREE = 50,
BT T 5 =0
static double % =0.8;
public static void main(Stringl] args){
ntll §oHmER ={
180,320,320,240,600,150,240,180,320,320,150,



TR o

%

w s

240,180,600,600,150,320,600,240,180,150,240,
150,180,600
o
AOpEE = £oYEE0];
for(inti=1; i < 4 OHHEE length; i++)
sandcale(4 D4 &(i]);

r* SLERAAR */
public static void sandcalc(int 4 >4y 84
double L& Dk,
int 4 OB
if ( 50WHEE = flOYERR) {
wE DL = (double)ii DR E
/ (double)5 DB &;
if(3E X D H>1.0){
c= IO * B
4 OKEE R =round(c * (double)
Al DKL &)
}
else{
c= M Dtk * (LUESE):;
A OEFEE =round(c * (double)
Ril DA &D;
}
¥ elsef
SORER = fIORER;
}
System.out.print("
");
WITT 5+
@735 > i
System.out.println(;
BT+ 5=0;
H
BIORER = SORBHEE
giomEE = SONEE;

"t SOREE"

/F UEFR A ¥
public static int round(double value){
int round_value = (int)(value + 0.5) ;
return(round_value);

}
JAVA7u 7 hxBWTyIalb—yarz2fih,
25 Moyt FR—R—O¥EXH I LEH OB

#4158 57
LLF@ Table8 TH 5.
Table 8 Simulation result(JAVA)
1 2 3 4 | s .
0% 12 1 12 1 12 1200 10
E A z pa z p4 2300 1.2
W% 3 2 L | 2@
1005 o Y 3 ﬂi Ao ) IS
1508 o | o I gxn|  am

46 EBE BoN) Lok (YI=2b—3 v
K1 EOHDEE)

FFEOEREICLIAERMBL JAVADU I 2L
—a SFERE OHE Table 9 & Fig.13 TH 5.

Table 9 Comparison of a simulation value and
T al—irg
1y G0 FHE oY
Fok Yor i Fianit | BlEntt W EDHE
e |7 | o | S BT ek | oK
- BHbE| HE i I | OERER | {Ei (SRS
IR ¥ | & | (FRE | CHRE)
023 Q00| 000| QOO| 000 000! 000
320%&| 049 027 Q0] 0200 Q14 014 027
062 040/ QDO| 026 Q16 Q18 034
180%| 075 052 000] 043 023) 03] 052
150%| 083 060l 000 044] 023 035 053
an experiment value (range of 30)
0.70
& 0.60
IR 0.50
s
gOAO
gl-O_SO
%,0.20
ﬂo.lo
#0.00 . .
0.00 0.20 0.40 0.60 0.80 1.00
Yo F=n-DHEIOMHEE
"Yial—v s HIE" EREGH
Fig.13  Logarithm of the ratio of the numerical value

of a simulation value, and logarithm of the ratio of the
numerical value of an experiment value(range of 3 o)
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Fig.14 The geometric average of a simulation value
(No.150)
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Fig.16 The geometric average of a simulation

value (No.240)
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Fig.17 The geometric average of a simulation value
(No.320)
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Fig.18 Standard deviation of a simulation value
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Tablel0 Comparison of a simulation value and
an experiment value(range of 3 o)
¥Iizl—i/a
wER | om S BoP)
gor | TF s | PREC | SR | S H# | BRAEER

| s | G| SR | SOt | 39805 | 00N
Do | A | T | | R (e

(o B | % | CREE | (R
600% | 023] 000 000] 000 000l 000 000

049] 027 0o0] o020 014 014 027
240% | 062] 040 000 026] 016] 048] 034
180% | 075 052 000 043 023 034 052
150% | 083 060 000] 044 023 035 053
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